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Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

In response to the Office Action mailed February 21, 2008, Applicant respectfully 
requests reconsideration. Each of the rejections set forth in the Office Action has been carefully 
considered and is addressed below. The application as presented is believed to be in condition 
for allowance. 

The Office Action provisionally rejects claims 1 and 18 on the ground of obviousness- 
type double patenting as purportedly being unpatentable over claims 1 and 18 of application 
serial no. 1 1/474,666 in view of Sengoku et al., Cellular Mobile Communication Systems and a 
Channel Assignment Using Neural Networks. Applicants submit herewith a terminal disclaimer 
to overcome this rejection. 

Accordingly, withdrawal of the double-patenting rejection of claims 1 and 18 is 
respectfully requested. 



Dated: 




Cuadw ■ 

Cheryle YankiQ T\~ 
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Reply to Office Action of February 21, 2008 

The Office Action Summary indicates that dependent claims 2 and 5-17 are rejected, but 
the Detailed Action does not indicate claims 2 and 5-17 as being rejected and does not set forth 
any basis for rejecting claims 2 and 5-17. Applicant assumes that these claims were indicated as 
being rejected in the Office Action Summary inadvertently, and that the Examiner intended to 
indicate those claims as being allowable. If Applicant's understanding is incorrect, the Examiner 
is requested to call the undersigned at the telephone number listed below so that any outstanding 
issues may be addressed and the record may be made clear. 

As the only rejections set forth in the Office Action are double-patenting rejections of 
claims 1 and 18, and these rejections have been overcome by the terminal disclaimer submitted 
herewith, all outstanding issues are believed to be resolved and the application is believed to be 
in condition for allowance, Accordingly, a Notice of Allowance is respectfully requested. The 
Examiner is requested to call the undersigned at the telephone number listed below if this 
communication does not place the case in condition for allowance. 

If this response is not considered timely filed and if a request for an extension of time is 
otherwise absent, Applicant hereby requests any necessary extension of time. If there is a fee 
occasioned by this response, including an extension fee, that is not covered by an enclosed 
check, please charge any deficiency to Deposit Account No. 23/2825. 

Dated: May 21, 2008 Respectfully submitted, 

Scott J. Gerwin 
Registration No. 57,866 
Wolf, Greenfield & Sacks, P.C. 
600 Atlantic Avenue 
Boston, Massachusetts 02210-2206 
Telephone: (617) 646-8000 




